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—The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the coyer sheet tieneath the conespondmce address-- 
Period f6r Reply 

MOKTH(S) FROM THE MAIUNG DATE 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 
OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



- Extensions cftinne may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). bi no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX ( 
fifom the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period lor reply specffted above is less than thirty (30) days, a rei:^ within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days v\nll k>e considered timely. 

- If NO period ior reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MOMTHS Irom ttie maillr^ date of thte communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended perkxJ for reply will, by statute, cause tt% application to beconr^ ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely, may reduce any earned patent 
tenfn 2Kj|usbnenL See 37 CFR 1 .7049>). 



Status 



^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on ^XeC \ J ^20^2-^^ p«^^i>e^ ^) 

^This action is RNAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomial matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Qciayfe, 1935 CD. 1 1; 453 O.G. 213. 
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□ Claim(s) 



is/are rending in the application. 
. is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
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□ Clalm(s)- 

□ Claim(s)_ 



4=^ 
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□ The drawing{s) filed on 
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is/are rejected. 
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□ All □ Some* □ None of the: 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have t^n received. 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 
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in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(£4) 
^Certified copies not receh^ed: ■. , 
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1 . An amendment (paper no. 5) has been filed on Dec 17, 2002. 

2. Objection to claims 5-8, 1 1 , 1 3. 1 4, 1 6 and 1 7 (see item 2 of prior Office action, 
paper no. 4) and rejection of claim 12 and 15 (item 4 of same Office action) are now 
withdrawn. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1 , 2, 4, 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yamamoto et al (USP 6184312) in view of Fuhr et al (USP 5658974). 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamamoto et al (USP 6184312) in view of Fuhr et al (USP 5658974) as applied to claim 
1 above, and further in view of JP 58076447 (Abstract in English). 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamamoto et al (USP 6184312) in view of Fuhr et al (USP 5658974) as applied to 
claims 1 and 1 1 above, and further in view of Wittman et al (USP 5030675). 

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamamoto et al (USP 6184312) in view of Fuhr et al (USP 5,6558,974) as applied to 
claims 1 and 14, and further in view of Nishihara et al (USP 6,093,760). 

These rejections are incorporated by reference from prior office action paper no. 

4. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed December 1 7, 2002 (paper no. 5) have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 
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Applicants' argument that Fuhr does not disclose the claimed phosphoric ester is 
not persuasive. Applicant has not conclusively proved that the ester of Fuhr is different 
from the claimed one-even assuming that it is different, the examiner is of the opinion 
that it is not patentably distinguishable. Furthermore, it is conventional and also obvious 
to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the ester such as that of Fuhr by 
introducing few reactive groups in the molecule. 

5. Claims 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yamamoto et al (USP 6184312) in view of Fuhr et al (USP 5658974) as applied to 
claim 1 above, and further in view of Choi et a (USP 5087521) or Narushima et al (USP 
3948836). 

Yamamoto together with Fuhr fails to teach (claimed) stabilizer. 
Choi discloses heat stabilizer of instant claim 15 in col. 3, lines 57-59. 
Narushima also discloses same stabilizer in col. 7, lines 52-53. 
It would therefore be obvious to add that stabilizer to the composition of 
Yamamoto to impart heat stability. 

6. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamamoto et al (USP 61 84312) in view of Fuhr et al (USP 5658974) as applied to claim 
1 above, and further in view of Umeda et al (USP 5449710). 

Yamamoto in combination with Fuhr fails to disclose the metal salt of instant 
claim 13. 

Umeda discloses the same salt in col. 2, lines 36-40, 
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It would have been obvious to add the said salt to the composition of Yamamoto 
to enhance flame retardancy without any tendency to drip. 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to U.K. Rajguru whose telephone number Is 703-308- 
3224. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:30 am to 6:00 
pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James J. Seidleck can be reached on 703-308-2462. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703- 
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872-9310 for regular communications and 703-872-931 1 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
0661. 



U. K. Rajguru/mn 
March 10, 2003 




